20                  STATUS OF INDIAN PRINCES
Even so the following figures gleaned by Shri P, L.
Chudgar ( 1930 ) from the published reports of the
various States, of the percentage that palace and
personal expenses of the Prince bears to the total
revenue, are revealing: Kashmir 20; Bikaner 20; Indore
17; Alwar 25; Patiala 25; Kapurthala 25; Cutch 25;
Nawanagar 45.
Coming to the question of civil liberties and
representative institutions, the number of States that
have constituted High Courts 4 more or less on British
Indian models' is set down in the Butler Committee's
Report as 40 and that of States that have .separated
executive from judicial function and set up legislative
councils respectively as 34 and 30. But the fact
remains, as has been pointed out by Prof. Arthur
Keith, that * in no case is there a State constitu-
tion which is binding on the rulers,' and that in the
vast majority of States * there is nothing correspond-
ing to the rule of law as it prevails in British India, *
so that, when the Government of India Act was
drafted, * it was found impossible to provide for a
statement of fundamental rights, since these could not
be accepted by the States.'
Take the case of Bikaner itself. Following the
recommendations of the League of Nations, the British
Government agreed to the abolition of 'slavery and
conditions and practices analogous to serfdom ' through-
cut the British Empire. All forced labour including
the system of begar, L e. 'unpaid or underpaid labour,'
was likewise to be abolished forthwith. Has it been
done in the Bikaner State ? Are not practically all
Harijan classes in the State still made to render begar
or ' forced labour ' ? Are not conditions approximating
to slavery and serfdom still rampant there ? We dare
say that a commission of inquiry to ascertain the
legal status de jure and de facto of such sections as
daroga, chela and ravana would not be unfruitful of
results.